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RESPONSE AFTER FINAL REJECTION 


Dear Sir: 

In response to the Office Action mailed December 2, 2003, Applicants respond as 
follows. 


Remarks 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

Claims 1-20 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Colvin et al., EP 0 942 042 (Colvin EP '042), or in the alternative over Colvin EP '042 in 
view of Zanzig et al., U.S. 5,614,580 (Zanzig '580) or Agostini et al., U.S. 5,674,932 
(Agostini '932). These rejections are traversed. 

Applicants reiterate the arguments made previously with regard to this rejection, and 
maintain that no prima facie case of obviousness exists. f 

Applicants again urge that even if prima facie obviousness did exist, the present 
claims are made non-obvious by the unexpected results illustrated in the present specification 
as filed. The Examiner suggests that the argument relating to the unexpected results is not 
clear. As suggested, Applicants provide further elucidation of this evidence of 
nonobviousness. 


